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been a tendency to demand the abandonment of the "non-violence "
clause As early as July, he had cajoled out of the Ali brothers a
disavowal of any intention to incite to violence in certain of their
speeches. On November 17, the Bombay disturbances drove him to
an e::p:s.tcry fast and to state that the people's wrath had made
Sv.-araj "stink in his nostrils." His unbending doctrinal loyalty
sesrr.ed to blind him to the realities of & truly explosive situatior and
he derr.anded of his people an impossible restraint.

At Ahmsdabad, therefore, Gandhiji began putfrn* on the brakes.
MOST: pscple had hoped that from Ahmedabad would come the
summons to civil disobedience, but they v/ere instructed to hold their
souls in pjLt.'sncs. The references to civ.l disobedience were hedged
round with provisos. And when Maul ana Hasrat Mohani moved a
resolution defining Sv/araj as " complete independence, free from all
foreign control ", Gandhiji opposed it \vith every sign of vehemence.
"Let us understand our limitations ", he told the Congress. "Let
Hindus and Musalmans have absolute, indissoluble unity. Who is
here who can say to-day with confidence : ' Yes, Hindu-Muslim unity
has become an indissoluble factor of Indian nationalism' ? . . . Let
us first of all gather up our strength ; let us first of ail sound our own
depths. Let us not go into waters whose depths we do not know ....
Are creeds such simple things like clothes which a man can change
at will? For creeds people die, and for creeds people live from
age to age. Are you going to change the creed which, with all deliber-
ation, and after great debate in Nagpur, you accepted ? . . ." To
Gandhiji, Hasrat Mohani's resolution showed " lack of responsibility "
and had "grieved" him. No wonder the Congress defeated the
Muslim leader's militant move and affirmed continued confidence in
Gandhiji's lead. Even the Khilafat Conference, meeting at the same
place with Hakim Aj'mal Khan in the chair thought it best not to pre-
cipitate matters by accepting the " complete independence"
resolution.9

The Government of India was anxiously watching the situation,
and after Ahmedabad the Viceroy, relieved, wired to the Secretary
of State that the Congress had " not only rejected the proposals which
the extreme wing of the Khilafat party had advanced for abandoning
the policy of non-violence ", but also that while civil disobedience had
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